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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to an amendment filed 7/1/05. 

2. Claims 1-44 are pending in this application; and, claims 1,17 and 32 are 
independent claims. This action is made Final. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. Claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 9-18, 21, 22, 25-33, 36, 37 and 40-44 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Moran et al. ("Moran"). 

As per claim 1, Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline, comprising selecting a time period of interest on the 
timeline (fig. 17; section [0232]; selection via indicator 1703) and displaying from the 
user's digital history store on the timeline associated with events, people, places and 
things relating to the time period of interests, wherein each event, person, place and 
thing has a unique icon associated therewith (figs. 11, 13, 14, 16 and 17; sections 
[0113], [0198], [0201], [2020], [0204], [0047] and [0232]; displaying a timeline 
associated with events, people, places and things relating to the time period selected 
wherein the icon may be in the form of a thumbnail). 

As per claim 2, Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline, including displaying in a navigation region a root 
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navigation region displaying icons for events, people, places and things (figs. 13, 14, 16 
and 17; sections [0198], [2020], [0204], [0047] and [0232]; root navigation regions such 
as 1400, 1601 and 1701) and in response to selecting one of the events, people, places 
and things icons in the root navigation region, displaying a cluster of one of events, 
people, places and things corresponding to the selection and relating to the time period 
of interest (fig. 16; section [0229]; upon selection of one of the icons in the root 
navigation region, the timeline interface is updated to show all event related to the 
selection). 

As per claim 5, Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline, including in response to selecting one of the elements 
of the cluster, displaying a sub-cluster of elements of which the cluster is comprised, 
wherein the sub-cluster of elements relate to the time period of interest ((fig. 16; section 
[0229]). 

As per claim 6, Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline, wherein selecting in the navigating region includes 
displaying in a path display portion a currently navigated path by the user from root 
region to individual elements, including intervening selected clusters (section [0186]). 

As per claim 9, Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline that includes inputting user preference information for 
pre-specified aspects of said displaying (sections [0204] and [0229]). 
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As per claim 10, Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline, including in response to a user selection, displaying 
additional information about the displayed icons (fig. 16; section [0229]). 

As per claim 1 1 , Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a users 
digital history store on a timeline, wherein the time period of interest is selected from 
one of a range of at least one hour, a range of at least one day, a range of at least one 
week, a range of at least one month and a range of at least one year (figs. 11-14 and 
16-20). 

As per claims 12 and 13, Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a 
user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein said selecting a time period of interest 
includes scoping to a time period of interest with a scoping mechanism and wherein the 
scoping mechanism is a scroll bar (figs. 11-14 and 16-20). 

Claims 14-17 and 30-32 are individually similar in scope to claim 1 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 18 and 33 are individually similar in scope to claim 2 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 21 and 36 are individually similar in scope to claim 5 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 22 and 37 are individually similar in scope to claim 6 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 25 and 40 are individually similar in scope to claim 9 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claims 26 and 41 are individually similar in scope to claim 10 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 27 and 42 are individually similar in scope to claim 1 1 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 28 and 29, in combination, is similar in scope to the combination of claims 
12 and 13 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 43 and 44, in combination, is similar in scope to the combination of claims 
12 and 13 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 3, 4, 19, 20, 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moran et al. ("Moran") in view of Sciammarella et al. 

("Sciammarella"). 

As per claim 3, although Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a 
user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein said displaying includes placing 
emphasis on elements of the cluster based upon a relationship (sections [0202], [0235] 
and [0243]), Moran does not explicitly disclose the relationship being one of (1 ) recency 
of activity associated therewith, (2) frequency of activity associated therewith and (3) 
user preferences. Sciammarella teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline, wherein said displaying includes placing emphasis on 
elements based upon recency of activity associated therewith (Abstract). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
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Sciammarella's teaching of placing emphasis on elements based upon recency of 
activity to Moran's teaching of placing emphasis on elements of the cluster based upon 
a relationship so that a temporal relationship among the elements would be clearly 
visible to a viewer. 

As per claim 4, the modified Moran teaches a method for displaying elements 
from a user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein said placing emphasis includes 
at least one of changing the size of the icon, changing a contrast associated with the 
icon and positioning the icon according to a direction of emphasis (Sciammarella: figs. 
1-3). 

Claims 19 and 34 are individually similar in scope to claim 3 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 20 and 35 are individually similar in scope to claim 4 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

6. Claims 7, 23 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moran et al. ("Moran") in view of Fernandes. 

As per claim 7, although Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a 
user's digital history store on a timeline that includes a drag-and-drop operation, i.e. 
dragging an element from one region to another, and filtering elements displayed in the 
timeline according to user selection (figs. 11, 13, 14 and 16-20; section [0047]), Moran 
does not explicitly disclose dragging an element from the navigation region to a filter 
region to filter the elements displayed in the timeline according to the dragged element. 
Fernandes teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's digital history store 
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on a timeline, including dragging an element to a filter region to filter the elements 
displayed in the timeline according to the dragged element (fig. 3; col, 12, lines 7-12). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
include Fernandes' teaching of dragging an element to a filter region to filter the 
elements displayed in the timeline according to the dragged element to Moran's 
teaching of dragging an element from one region to another and filtering elements 
displayed in the timeline according to user selection in order to provide users with an 
implementation preference. 

Claims 23 and 38 are individually similar in scope to claim 7 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

7. Claims 8, 24 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moran et al. ("Moran"). 

As per claim 8, although Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a 
user's digital history store on a timeline that includes providing input for querying a 
database and in response to the input, filtering the elements displayed in the timeline 
(section [0128]), Moran does not explicitly disclose inputting text to a query input 
portion. Official Notice is taken that inputting text to a query input portion to extract data 
is well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time 
of the invention to include inputting text to a query input portion to extract data to 
Moran's teaching of providing input for querying a database and in response to the 
input, filtering the elements displayed in order to provide users with an alternative or 
additional input means. 
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Claims 24 and 39 are individually similar in scope to claim 8 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 1/21/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argued the following: 

Moran fail to disclose or suggest displaying elements associated with people, 
places, events and things on the timeline. 

The examiner disagrees for the following reasons: 

Elements on the timeline (figs. 1 1 and 13) are associated with people, places, 
events and things, i.e. clicking on these elements allow users to view people, places, 
events and things (sections [0047], [0141], [0198] and [0232], meeting/event; section 
[0204], figs. 13 and 14, people such as Betty, Adam, Charlie; section [01 13], fig. 14, 
places such as virtual meeting places/chat rooms; and, section [0201]; fig. 13; things 
such as computers 1404 and 1405) as claimed in claims 1,17 and 32. 

If by selecting a time period of interest on the timeline and displaying "on the 
timeline associated with events, people, places and things relating to the time period of 
interest" and displaying "events, people, places and things relating to the time period of 
interest", applicant meant selecting a time period of interest on the timeline and 
displaying thumbnails/icons/elements on the timeline wherein the displayed 
thumbnails/icons/ elements are scaled images of events, people, places and things and 
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not that the events, people, places and things are displayed wherein the displayed 
events, people, places and things displayed are related to the (selected) time period of 
interest on the timeline, applicant is invited to do so to distinguish that the time period of 
interest on the timeline is not by indirect association related to the events, people, 
places and things. 

Conclusion 

9. All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the parent application prior 
to the filing of this Continued Prosecution Application under 37 CFR 1 .53(d) and could 
have been finally rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action. 
Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action after the 
filing under 37 CFR 1 .53(d). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Inquires 



10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00 am to 
3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (703) 308-0640. 

The fax numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are as follows: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official Communication] 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 



LVN 

Patent Examiner 
September 6, 2005 
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